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Analysis of Discriminating Congestion Losses from Wireless Losses
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Abstract Inter-amrival, Spike-train and Zigzag are three typical schemes for differentiation of congestion losses and wireless
losses on TCP receiver. The performance results above three schemes were obtained under different topology, so it is difficult
t compare them. The aim is to compare and analyze above the schemes performance under the same topology . The results
show that no single algorithm performs well across topologies and competition. However the Spike-train algorithm is better to
the others, and all the algorithms hawe a shortcoming in common
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